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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Motoyama '812 (US Patent 6,473,812) in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary 
(fifth edition). 

As per claim 1, Motoyama '812 discloses: 

An automatic analysis apparatus comprising: 

a) an analysis unit for analyzing an object to be analyzed (column 9 lines 16-25: 
analysis performed in step 394 according to "connectionless protocol" message. 
Abstract lines 1-8 and column 8 lines 12-21: "Connectionless protocol" refers to email 
messages) ; 

b) a reception unit for receiving a control e-mail via communication line (Column 
7 line 64 - column 8 line 3: data may be "extracted" by decryption, followed by parsing 
specific parts of the message into commands. Column 7 lines 46-48: this is the result of 
an incoming message reception); 

c) a data extraction unit for extracting a specific data from the control e-mail 
(column 9 lines 16-25: analysis performed in step 394 according to "connectionless 
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protocol" message. Column 7 line 64 - column 8 line 3: data may be "extracted" by 
decryption, followed by parsing specific parts of the message into commands) and 

d) a control unit for controlling the analysis unit based on the specific data 
extracted by the data extraction unit analyzed (column 9 lines 16-25: analysis performed 
in step 394 according to "connectionless protocol" message) 

Motoyama '812 does not disclose: 

receiving a control e-mail via a wire line or a wireless communication line; 

Microsoft Computer Dicitonary discloses that a Wireless LAN is a local area 
network which does not require any physical connections to be made. This technology 
is commonly used in office settings. Motoyama's system connects business office 
machines (column 1 lines 31-36) using a local area network (column 2 lines 21-24), but 
makes no special requirements about the network. Additionally, Motoyama discloses 
that devices may be added or removed (column 2 lines 25-33). Using a wireless LAN 
would enable the users of the business network to maintain conections throughout the 
environment, while retaining flexibility when adding or removing devices. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate wireless connections into the messaging system of Motoyama, increasing 
accessibility and flexibility. 

As per claim 2, Motoyama discloses: 

The automatic analysis apparatus according to claim 1, further comprising: 
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e) a mail creation unit for creating a notification e-mail based on various data 
generated during an analysis process (column 9 lines 25-26 and step 396: results of 
analysis sent back); and 

f) a transmission unit for transmitting the notification e-mail created by the mail 
creation unit through the communication line to a predetermined destination (column 9 
lines 25-26 and step 396: results of analysis sent back. Column 8 lines 3-1 1 : messages 
are encrypted and transmitted), 

wherein the reception unit receives a response e-mail, as the control e-mail, 
through the communication line, in response to the notification e-mail that was 
previously transmitted from the transmission unit (column 8 lines 58-67: a request for 
acknowledgement email may be sent to detect whether or not the connectionless 
messaging communication is functioning correctly). 

As per claim 5, Motoyama discloses: 

A method for controlling an analysis unit for analyzing an object to be analyzed, 
the method comprising: 

receiving a control e-mail (Column 7 line 64 - column 8 line 3: data may be 
"extracted" by decryption, followed by parsing specific parts of the message into 
commands. Column 7 lines 46-48: this is the result of an incoming message reception); 

extracting a specific data from the control e-mail (Column 7 line 64 - column 8 
line 3: data may be "extracted" by decryption, followed by parsing specific parts of the 
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message into commands. Column 7 lines 46-48: this is the result of an incoming 
message reception); and 

controlling the analysis unit based on the specific data extracted (column 9 lines 
16-25: analysis performed in step 394 according to "connectionless protocol" message). 

Motoyama does not explicitly disclose: 

receiving a control e-mail via a wire line or a wireless communication line 
Microsoft Computer Dicitonary discloses that a Wireless LAN is a local area 
network which does not require any physical connections to be made. This technology 
is commonly used in office settings. Motoyama's system connects business office 
machines (column 1 lines 31-36) using a local area network (column 2 lines 21-24), but 
makes no special requirements about the network. Additionally, Motoyama discloses 
that devices may be added or removed (column 2 lines 25-33). Using a wireless LAN 
would enable the users of the business network to maintain conections throughout the 
environment, while retaining flexibility when adding or removing devices. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate wireless connections into the messaging system of Motoyama, increasing 
accessibility and flexibility. 

As per claim 6, Motoyama discloses: 

The method according to claim 5, further comprising: 
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creating a notification e-mail based on various data generated during an analysis 
process; 

transmitting the notification e-mail created through the communication line to a 
predetermined destination (column 9 lines 25-26 and step 396: results of analysis sent 
back); and 

receiving a response e-mail, as the control e-mail, through the communication 
line in response to the notification e-mail that was previously transmitted (column 8 lines 
58-67: a request for acknowledgement email may be sent to detect whether or not the 
connectionless messaging communication is functioning correctly). 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Motoyama '812 (US Patent 6,473,812) in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary (fifth 
edition) as applied above, and in further view of Motoyama '952 (US Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0055952). 

As per claim 3, Motoyama '812 and Microsoft Computer Dictionary do not 
disclose: 

The automatic analysis apparatus according to claim 1 , wherein the data 
extraction unit extracts the specific data from a message included in the control e-mail, 
or a data contained in an attached file of the control e-mail. 

Motoyama '952 discloses an email messaging system which formats the results 
of an analysis and forwards them as an MIME attached message in an email 
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(Motoyama '952 abstract, and U 1 12 lines 12-15). Motoyama '952 discloses that this 
standard format enables a large network to be monitored effectively, without taking into 
consideration varying protocols from varying types of devices (Motoyama '952 7-8). 
Motoyama '812 discloses he intends to connect multiple different devices to his network 
(Motoyama '812 column 2 lines 25-33), and use email to send test results between the 
devices (column 9 lines 16-25: analysis sent in step 396), although not explicitly stating 
that he intends to use attachments to carry the messages. Using MIME attached 
messages to send test results over the network would enable a wide variety of devices 
to communicate and send results through email effectively, without compatibility issues. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate MIME attached messages into the messaging system of 
Motoyama '812, increasing compatibility. 

As per claim 4, Motoyama '812 and Microsoft Computer Dictionary do not 
disclose: 

The automatic analysis apparatus according to claim 2, wherein the mail creation 
unit creates the notification e-mail, which includes a message written based on the 
various data generated during the analysis process, or an attached data file prepared 
based on the various data generated during the analysis process. 

Motoyama '952 discloses an email messaging system which formats the results 
of an analysis and forwards them as an MIME attached message in an email 
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(Motoyama '952 abstract, and H 1 12 lines 12-15). Motoyama '952 discloses that this 
standard format enables a large network to be monitored effectively, without taking into 
consideration varying protocols from varying types of devices (Motoyama '952 U 7-8). 
Motoyama '812 discloses he intends to connect multiple different devices to his network 
(Motoyama '812 column 2 lines 25-33), and use email to send test results between the 
devices (column 9 lines 16-25: analysis sent in step 396), although not explicitly stating 
that he intends to use attachments to carry the messages. Using MIME attached 
messages to send test results over the network would enable a wide variety of devices 
to communicate and send results through email effectively, without compatibility issues. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate MIME attached messages into the messaging system of 
Motoyama '812, increasing compatibility. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matt Urick whose telephone number is (571) 272-0805. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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